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WILSON N Y JAN-5-25. 


REVEREND STEWART M ROBINSON. 


LOCKPORT. N.Y. 
DEAR SIR: 


I LISTENED TO YOUR EXCELLENT SERMON OVER THE RADIO YESTERDAY. 
IT IS MY DUTY TO SECURE THE SPEAKERS FOR THE WILSON MENS CLUB. 
I EXTEND AN INVITATION TO YOU TO BE OUR SPEAKER ON MARCH 6-25 AT 8 P M. 
AT OUR CLUB ROOM AT THE CHURCH PARLOR OF THE WILSON PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH. 
PLEASE ADVISE BY MAIL IF YOU CAN ACCEPT. 
YOURS. 


C.S.TAGGART. 


Cae 3 Coe RES Lota: ae ern tee anes 


PERRY, NEW YORK 


Janye 5, 1925. 


Reve Stewart M.Robinson, 
Lockport, N.Y. 


My dear Sir:- 

The writer has been deprived of attending church service 
for the past two sundays on account of staying in with an aged father-in- 
law who has had a shock and is confined to his chair. 

We have both been greatly edified and helped by listening in over 
the radio to your morning service. 

I wish to heartily commend you for your stand against the so called 
modernists, and trust and believe God will greatly bless you in proclain- 
ing the good old fashioned gospel of the"Son of God" in all its simplicity 
and power, which is so much needed at the present time. 


Again expressing our appreciation and delight of listening in 


to your sermons, i am 
Yours sincerely, Mb hibjdo. 
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WEST EVERETT, MASSACH useTTs 


Rev. CHARLES E. DUNN, MINISTER 95 ors Sdlesworth St. © 68th January, 19 25. it I haa Pi 


MALDEN, MASSACHUSETTS , . f . Oy aa 
; if 
F 


Ca Rn 
gs 


Dear Stew- gy 
Two weeks ago I was working in ‘the congsmentheee ii 
al Library, and picked up the Last number of the Princeton 
Theclogi¢al Review. [ read a good deak of it with Aca if 
terest, including your well written review of "Why ne Re « er 
lieve in Religion?", by Dean Brown. There were certain points 


ens 

reised in your review which interested me a sood bit, and pert, 
I thought T would write you briefly, about them: 4 Bye eee he TP 
First, as to the Person of Christ. [T have strong con- Safe | 


servative isanings in me, and I have deep respect for the 
conservative wing in thgolosy, but I have never oeén adle 
to make out just why the conservatives hold so tenaciously 

as they do to the phrase which you use "Jesus Christ is 

God." There is, of courses, an historic precedent for such 
phrase, notably in the Nicene Creed. But the phrase seems 

to mé to be erroneous, if we use the New Testament sources i ard te 
as a bésis for our thought. Nowhere is it dirsetly stated > 
in the New Testament that Jesus is God. The nearest approach 

to this position is in the Fourth Gospel conception of the 
"Loses." Aceording to this, the pre-existent Jesus, or 
Word, was God. This is quite different from saying that = 
Jesus Christ, in the flesh, was Ged. It is clear that the. =: 
Johannine author made e very clear distinction, and separation 
in person, between Jesus in the flesh, end God the Father, ~ 
who is called "greater." You won't agree with me, but IT am ce Bae 
convinced that, in this matter of the Person of our Lord, eee 
the Liberal péguenas is the sanest and soundest, both his- ee 
torically, and philosophically. The out and out identificas “Ge aa 
tion of Jesus with God results in hopeless confusion. He is | 
the revelation, the manifestation of God. He is the Son, . Re . 
through whom alone we obtain access to God. But He is not ‘ie 
God Himself. Paul's phrase "God was in Christ"; and the sreat 
text in John, "He that hath seen mé hath sean the oer a 
express to me the heart of the trath in this matte ; 
doctrine of the Person of Jesus: Pe Eee 
Now as to the Bible © itself. J You ‘evlteuthy dost 
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MYSTIC SIDE CONGREGATIONAL CHURCH , n ; 
WEST EVERETT, MASSACHUSETTS 


REV. CHARLES E, DUNN, MINISTER 2 ) 


MALDEN, MASSACHUSETTS 
Dean Brown's iiberal position on this point. Here again I 
should like to plead for the sanity of the liberal position. 

I do not deny that there is historic precedent for the 

theory of plénary inspiration. But I submit that this 
legalistic, mechanical doctrine was not held by Jesus, 

by Paul, nor by Luther at his best. Ner do I believe it 

tO bs really heli.o9 devout’ people who do hold it in their 
heads. We all discriminate. We try to "rightly divide" the 
word of truth. That mens tnat some of it means much to us, 

and some littie, that there are sublime heishts in the 
“pible, and low depths. We rate the gospels as ahead of 
Ecclesiastes, and we certainly have discarded a vest bulk 

of the old legislation. No one, for instance, considers it+ 

@ Sin any mors to loan money at interest. The guiding prin- 
ciple in ell this choice is the Spirit of God within us. 

Of course men take extreme positions. This can't be helped 
altogether. A certain few ars always bound to carry any 
position to en extreme. But the liberal position on the Bibie, 
as held by the rank and file of the liberals, is thoroughly 
sound, and thoroughly evangelical. 

As to the Atonement. You are perhaps right in a good deal 

ef what you say. I haven't reed Dean Brown's book, so I 

am not in a position to judge the merits of the contro- 

versy. The old position has the advantage of beings absolute- 
ly clear, and thoroughly losical. But it has the defects of its 
qualities. It is too cold, too rigid, too penal, and cer- 
tainly comes cut of an age when the conception of Law was 

far less humanistic and democratic and Christian than it is 
today. Vague as it is, and Groping end uncertain, in compar- 
ison with the old hard and fest dogmatism, the liberal po- 
sition, I think, is closer to life, in its doctrine of the 
Cross. Here again we won't agree. But you may be perfectly 
sure that the liberals, on the whole, put the Cross in the 
center of their Christian thinking. They are loyal to it, even 
though they may have to plead guilty to heresy. | 


MYSTIC SIDE CONGREGATIONAL CHURCH eg 
WEST EVERETT, MASSACHUSETTS 


REV. CHARLES E. DUNN, MINISTER i 3) 
5S BRACKENBURY STREET 
MALDEN, MASSACHUSETTS 


I write in an irenic spirit. Can't something be done to 
hesl the serious breach in Christien circles today? The 
attitudes of the Prineston Review is not reassuring. Its 
writers all seem in a most worried state of mind. They have 
their ammunition out in full battle array, and they are 
eéacer to pour terrifying broadsides into the breast of any- 
one who dares to take issue with the Princeton theology. 
Well, why be so scared? Vhy look upon truth as deposited 
in the heads of a restricted group? We ean hold to our 
views tenaciously, and, et the same time, recognize that 
a different school of thought is equally sincere and abies, 
and equaily devoted to the truth which is the goal of 

us all, no matter what tas is sewed upon us. 
| Sometimes I think that the salt of humour would help a 
lot. "A bit of humour", wrote J.B.Jowett, to his daughter, 
"is a dood safeguard against a too narrow and bitter theology." 
Take this appalling unedifying scrap that Nechen is wading 
against Fosdick. T know Machen well, and recognize him to 
be a New Testament scholar of the first renk. But bis statements 
about Fosdick are simply ridiculous. I am one of Fosdick's | 
old students, end can speak with authority in this matter. 
And the trouble seems to be that Vachen has no sense of humour 
whatever. He is all cold, hard logic. Christianity, to him, 
consists of a séries of propositions. Accent these, and 
you are a Christian. Henry vanDvke said that Machen's 
Sospel was "bilious." This is too strong, and I don't defend 
Henry's action in leaving the First Church. But I do think 
thet Mechen ought to take ea few lessons from Charles Erdman 
in the gospel of the seetness of life. 
Well, I didn't mean to write so long an epistis. 1 
wish we could see one another. IT doubt if JI set back to the 
tenth reunion. I have been almost four years in Malden, and 
heve had @ very busy, interesting time here. I am now married, 
end have a howe of my own. 
Keep on writing more reviews, and you may be sure of a 
sympathetic reading from me. Best of luck to you always, end 
to the Presbyterian het Tale Postel keto an iy: Re vee ebb 
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January 9,1925. 


Dear Soc,- 


Well, it took a review in the Princeton 
Review to pull a good letter from my old friendt 
i dic not know anybody read baat magazine, es- 
pecially in New Ragland. probably they store it 
in the department’ af paleontology. Well, maybe 
So, but sid Princeton has a pretty Long aad 
fine record and I suspect has done acre for the 
giory of God and the extension of the Gospel than 
New Yasland Uniterienism vith all itg highebrows. 
You kuow they say of the Jniuverieans that they 
Only sent one fissionary to China, aad he turned 
Buduilisi, evidently finding that a auch warmer and 
Vital faith than Uniterianisn, 


-L Will try to anarrer Jour questions, if you 
Will answer just one for 4@, nauely, wherein doeg 
this that we call Modernism or Liberalisin differ 
froa Uniterianisn? if YoU "111 point out to me 
fhe real and vite) aifferences, I wiil be ecified, 
I have a statenent of the Uniterian Creed as 
Given by Chas.W.°Lioct in an addresa at Symphony 
Hall Feb.4,1917, aud for the life of me it reads 
£9 me, just Like this poreetous Modernisn, 


(1) The Person of Christ. you follow Dr.Fos- 
dick in whose latest bo5k file Calls attention to 
the ‘heresy' of the conservative in calling Jesup 
God. Jesus was God and man. That is undoubtedly 
the correct and Complete statement. But either 
haif is also true, though not the whole truth, 
To say “Jesus is God" means to me bo say concretely 
and roundly that Jesus igs Deity, or Divine. He 
Said, if I reuember correctly, in one place, "J 
and ay Father are one", "Before Abrahaa was, I an." 


{2} 


When John says the Word was God, perhaps he 
meant what desus meant when He said “before Abra- 
hau was, i aw." I do not believe you can take 
any single verse and make it the "heart of the 
brutn in buis matter of tne acoctrine of the Person 
of Christ". Historic friniterianisa has very 
adequately welzhed and allowed for tne rhole 
expFession of the Seriptures taken to-gether. and 
I aw afraid in historie Christianity you wili not 
find gi vuud aor your sentence ,"He te not God Hin- 
Self." He is the Son, but the Son is God, the 
Father is God, the Holy spirit is God. Jesus is 
the Son of God, Jesus is God, 


(2) As to the Bible. It seems to me that you 
Mistake and confuse revelntion wits ins; iration, 
there is "historic precedent for the doctric:e of 
pienary inspirathon" as you say. The precedent 
begins in tne Old Testamene ana runs richt on down 
69 and including this “twentieth century in which 
you &re iiving. I ao not believe in a "lLegaiistie, 
mechanical doctrine”. I az aot bry to maxe the 
Book say thines, ib does nat Say. 1 Go not beifeve 
it tiexches or ever baught that tne earth is fiat. 
I Go not believe thet 4¢ beaches orf ever tau-ht 
bhai Lilé WOrld was made in the 31x Gaya of a week, 

Day" means period of time. Read bUsil Kine, he ig 
No conservative: The Bipie 40a Common Sense, 

Heré is vhere JOU GO Wrones. The Bivle ig a 
Very uneven revelation. There is more vital revel-- 
ation on a pege of the Gospeis, say than in a cha 
ter of Chronicies, that is more that you and I ui 
ought to know, but that fact of the qtentitats 
aasunt of reveiation-content, 418 a@ Vastl “ait pi 
thing from the authenticity, validity praca ig 
aie which may Carry Less revnianscn Dae ee 
equa.iy inspired and e uali : 
to the hive, some bulge =i th as pep Ms or, 


& little, but it is &éll hone 
eee g 4 


(3) 


"Hast thou found honey? eat so much as is 
sufficient for thee, lest thou be filled there- 
with and vomit it." Proverbs 25:16 The Holy 
Spirit does take of the things of God and show 
Liem unto us, But the modernist has to be carek 
ful that the Spirit of God is not his orn spirit 
the Spirit cannot lie, what was Siven by ine 
Svlration to men of old time hasn't ewer been 
repea&ied or apologized for by the Holy Spirit 
Since. Things do not run in heeven the vay they 
uo in the #eadenies of this earth, where the  - 
"final dictum of learning” one day is rubbish 
tae next week. But JOU, again, have to take the 
Wwiole Bindle end study it to-cether. One part 
Gevenads on another and the Puller licht throws 

‘ean the deerer shadows 5f the 3”. 
Gisbaub past. "Rightly divide" by all means, but 


ae Vat tesa) om & 
GQ9n b&b trop Ppargs AVAY . 
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A&B b3 the Atonenent, There ig only one test 
bua can 498iCaliy be apolied to this, do we 
beaca toe Scriptural doctrine. The old position 
Waieh you say "4g absolutely clear" i¢ Clear 
bo ay way of $hinkines Just and only becuse it 
45 faithful to tie New Zesteaent and Bible at 
-ctge. I want a doctrine of the Atoneaent whieh» 
48 ere to God first, then I feel sure that it 
Wilt be close enough Life, God hag been deal- 
ing with mandind far .onger than modern theology. 
The Bible at the Very least represents a larger 
View than the best fight dn this one century. 
The doctrine of the Atonement ZI want to hold is 
the Biblical Goctrine. I have no reverence for 
any theory, qua theory. Throw away all the theo- 
iogies and histories of dogma, I Say, and just 
pacha fete Bible, ana explain to me the death of 

; 


(4) 


The liberals do try to put the Cross inte 
the center of their Caristian thinking as you 
Say; bub they are vague and groping as you ee 
Say, and for this siaple reason: they do rege 
Just understand why the Groas has to ve at @ 
center of thelr thinking. It looks to wile averq 
age liberal like a rather eulgmatical thing 
tist Jesus Christ ev¥idently took hu@an Sin 89 
Seriously, because the modern Liberal nas 
ellainated sia fron his biinkineg. The old 
Bible doctrine of the Atonement looks to the 

iberal like a batbering raw draen up against 
& suauer cottage. The idea that the Son of God 
Baould become incarnate, live and Gie on the 
Cross, and rise agein and intercede barough all 
time for men because bney are sinnera, sthervise 
GQj50Hed to eternal death 48 tao big for the 
modernist's fase of sin. Human Sin as he seep it 
does not wenend ali that commotion, : 

fhere, to ay mind, ia the point of it all. 
Liberalisa is Giletant. A Coilege friend whg 
is a liberal ainister and I went to e retreat 
of Presbyterian @inisters, all of whom vere 
Liberals. They Spent an Sibernoon and evening 
trying to dieuss the oreat issues in the ainise 
try, pastoral evangelism, personal work ete, 

At ten o'clock that fight this fellow and f 
went bo our room, which ve Shared. My friend 
Said, Stew has it struck you thaf not onééthis 
dey, did any one oF those men sention sin. Now 
he vas a liberal, but he began bo realize that 
liberalism is missing the mark. It is out after 
fhe head and not tne heart, 

Liveralaan historically is a sterile 
force. Study your ehureh history and find where 
ény lasting good has come from Arianisa, seni- 
Atianisa, Socinianisn ana all the rest of 48. 
For it has manifested itself in every aze, 


(5) 


After forty years with it Willian Wllery 
Channing is reported to have said, "I wish I 
could7&2 the future of Uniterianien with more 
hope." Liberhlism ean no more tins new born 
Souls into the Kingdom of God than you can be 
descended froa a long line of maiden aunts, 

secondly liberalisn is a class religion, 
it does not sex to a peal to manzine, but Me 
bius far the fieeting favor of the Cultured", 
its succes is with that stucent Class *ho have 
been Filled full of 4en0sticiam in College and 
Whom Libe alisn "“wing® by condonins their 
SXepticism and renaming it faith. it &oes over 
fo them and then eéalle tae won to reLivion, 


Mostly and lastly, it has no mestage for the 
&tricken sinner. You ean seb all leuse for liberal 
isa in the Parior, the stuay, the Suan buous 
banquet r-am, the co_lege commens, but you find 
no liberals anon the grief stricken Sin laden 
SbLagzering humanity whe are without God and with. 
out Rope in the worid. There ig no liberal evane- 
Selisa. 

Recently ve Haye been broadcasting our 
Services, ana the one Subs taniine Shing which hag 
impressed ae hos been the hearty exsoressiongs 
which have come in by mail Comsending my conservae 
Give stand for historic Christianity. and this is 
& Wery liberal neck of the woods. 

You said a good deal when you said you had 
conservative leanings ang vere hewn from the 
rock of Presbyterianisn. That is what ig holdi 
the Liberal CaUseafloat, Ninety percent, of the 
liberals vere originally OK bhodox believera, f an 
believer enough in the peteverance of thesaints 
Go think tnat many of you will come through all 
Tight in be end. From the days of Paul in Athns 
the Grove and tie Academy have always been cold to 


(6) 


the Gospel. They laughed at Paul and they will 
not take you and me seriously. Recently through 

& generation there has been a aighty tide of 
youth pouring througn the groves and the acudemies 
and they have come out saburabed vith the 
tentative asepticisa which alvays prevails 

auong those “whe go in for culture", ith a 
leudable Zeal wen like Dr.Posdick have Said, 

oh that ve eould 6alVace this wealth of youta, 
But with a terribie Si0rt-sightedness, ne and 
others before and singe his day, said, "sit 
down auickly sad take yout Dili and vrite 
Chrec-acore", It was the counsel of the unjust 


Steward. We have ucguified doubt when ve wanted 
Go mitigate it. 

+ guess f[ have given YOU back wore tuan you 
Bent by weight of paper and ink. Write asein, 
i think things will work GUL. Straignt bhainki 


honess speasing and good Sportsuanship ought 
fo prevail, 


With all kinds sof $96G wishes, I ag, 


Your fttend ang Classuate, 


ak $oc,- : 
3 I am sorry that so mich delay comes between your letter 
and my}jlanswer. but writing letters of this sort must necessarily 
be a far t of my recreation rather than a part of business, hence 
the gap. 

your second letter moves away from doctrines to persons. 
i wish you had. indicated axixkkkmxmmr in some detail the differences 
between the best type of Liberalism, your type and br.fosdick’s and 
Unitarianism. you say Unitarianism is one wing of Liberalism. 1 
believe it is the more Logical wing, and I am quite sure in my 
own mind that it is like the bottom of the toboggan slide, the place 
where you are bound to come to, if you Let yourself go. You Liberals 
are trying to do the impossible, namely, enjoy all the spiritual and 
moral blessings of orthodox Christianity and also enjoy the friend- 
Ship of the world, the skeptic and the materialistic scientist. it 
can't be done. Uhristians have always had to face the music and : 
take sides, and that aemana nas never been abrogated. a 

you could not be a follower of Jesus and a sadducee i 
that aay. you could not hold with Paul andthe incipient Gnosticism 
of that age. you can't back both Celsus and dyeta.aAll ulong there 
has been a great divide, ana Christians have been called to take their 
Stand and take the consequences. 

we are being “held up” just now by “science .falsely so 
called". There is no disagreement between science and religion. 
NO. one questions that the universe was created progressively, the 
Bible tells that with marvellous clearness. No one is unwilling to 
ailow any length of time for all this to have been created.an# 
But tne initial creative act which made matter,(call it atom, 
electron or what you please), and life, ana tinally man was an act 
of God and life did not evolve from non-life and man did not 
evolve from an animal. He was made a man, made out an animal form, 
ifyou wish, but made specificaily a man with a clear break between 
him and his animal background. . 

I was aimazed to read from our old friend Conklin where he 
Said to a vale audience these remarkable things:- 
| i) infinite perfectibility ofman is a fundamental | 
article of faith with many people, and yet all bkological 
evidence indicates that. it is not supported by fact. 

2) in bodily evolution man has made no very marked 
progress during tne Last twenty thousand years at least. 

5) we must distinguish intellect and knowledge. No 
sreater intellectual power or not so much as Greeks had,enet @vlaq, 
No marked increase in cranial capacity. 

wort ——4}—-#ibhin historic times the social instincts of man 

have not changed}fundamentally tnan their intellectual 
‘capacities orf their germ plasm. 

5) of social changes: it may be questioned whether these 
changes are really evolutionary at all, only clothes deep, not Ot as 


skin deep 7 st oy 
in short this whole myth of man s ascent from a brute 


ancestry by gradual steps kmxauxhxaganmaxakr is something whieh can 
only be bolstered up by dodging into an infinite past ~€ these 
cultured guessers can grab a couple of million years out of” 

their imaginations, witn tne vain idea that nothing times a large 
enough multiple will give something, which any freshman knows 
cannot possibly ever be true. 

The history of sane and uplifting science is blessed with 
the names of many gloriously devout men, Bacon, sepler,Galileo, 
“Harvey and Newton, and a multitude Lesser Lights of more recent 
times. There is no reason for ruuning madiy after Darwin and Huxley 
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who bogged themseives completely so far as even the merest 
primary facts of religion, But these-and a Lot more have 
completely stolen the neArts of most modern savants. aps=the 
eorst=orit-is—taat-you-tiberais—have-piayed=tate-thetr hanes 
And these)scientists are not skeptics because they are scientists. 
They are skeptics because a Lot of them are Jews who have always 
been skeptics. rou will be surprised to run through the roster 
of modern scientists and find the number of Jews there are. 

it is ridiculous to say that an intelligent man cannot 
be an orthodox Christian in these days. Lt is prepostrous to 
Say tnat a mliberal Christian is a Liberal because he is more 
religious” than the orthodox Christian. There is a taint in that 


“of Something from true Christian modesty. 


But’; poc, Liberal Christianity does not work. You Liberals 
are pragmatists. rou tess everything by how it feels to you. You 
abandon norms oftruth, discount eternal verities, talk about 
fefinitely recorded and universally accepted facts of history as 
“categories of thought" which must be abandoned now. he his 
liberalism has been tested in every Christian century and found 
wanting. A man McDaniel writes a book in which he mentions the 
contrast between Tremont Temple in Boston which he says has 
ever been orthodox, and King’s chapel. On the same Sunday he 
relates 1500 people took communion at Tremont temple while 40 

gathered in King's Chapel. | : 

It was well said of Universalism which is a liberal brand 
of Christianity, that if it is “true we don't need it, and if false 
we don't want it. And people get that sooh enough. Witness the 
poor showing both Universalism and Unitarianism make as organized 
churches. 


how 


Liberalism can only live, like the ivy, as a parascite, 
on the strong trunks of sturdy orthodoxy. Hence this: great drive 
now in orthodox denominations to get a foot-hold for liberalism 
or skeptical Christianity which is just what 1t is. Staunch, poor 
devout self-sacrificing orthodox Christians build up a strong 
church and then their rich, college bred, liberal children come 
along and fritter the inheritence away. But the grand-children, 
where, oh where are the verdant grandchildren! Safe?% now in the 
wide wide’ world, with no religion, dwindling morals, depleted 
fortunes and cynical dispositions. They will await in that con- 
dition the moving of the Holy Spirit who will convert some of them 
again to Christianity pure and simple, and then they will roll up 
their sleeves and go back to do what there grand-parents did two 
. Senerations ago. | 

At a recent religious meeting in Harvard where several 
hundred were present, four men raised hands to say they had prayed 
that day, four, probably the same four, that they had read the 
Bible, while twenty five percent. asserted thatthey did not believe 
in God. Now if that is the result of liberal Christianity, for that 
is Harvard's boast ana has been her platform these many years, 1 
say, God save America. There are twelve million children in these 
United States without religious instruction of any kind. Yet they 
believe more, I venture, that the post-graduates at Harvard, and 
are less of a liability to us as a nation. But here is the point, 
vhat will the unbelieving college student do for these twelve mil- 
lion. Nothing. ? 

I should like to know how you preach and what you preachf 
Liberal leaders say that there are large sections of the Bible which 


orthodox preachers are afraid of. But isn t it true that there are pis 
larger sections of the Bible which are Un Louch eee ee 11 ee oe ae 
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What are you sure ott wiht do you live on spiritually yourself? 
Are you thovoughly sold on this preaching game t Can you see 
gratifying results week by week in your parish® Do you find 
that liberalism is preachable, and liveable, and that it wins 
people permanently and solidly? Does it make personal workers, 


generous contributors, loyal attéants at worship, prayer meet- 
ing goersy ticsace.hees OY cna) od Woh Le , on a generation 
and mou 


scotland has been a great seat of Liberalsim 
» except in the wee Free communion which stood out 

against the merger of the Free and the United Free. But reports 
from casual travellers going back home to.Scotland,/not the 
professional book-writing traveller) reveal that the “churches 
of Scotland are eupty to-day. why?’ Liberalism. ‘ 

In the big cities an outstanding liberal -can gather 
Up a church full of his kind of people, but out in the provinces 
where you have to interest all classes, the liberal fellows have 
Small auuiences. A church is dying right here in Lockport on 
iiberal preaching. Christianity is the peoples' religion, and 
lib-raliam is a "high-brow" cult. | 

You say, the future is the Liberals‘. That depends on 
what you mean by future. If you meanx the immediate future, the 
conspicuous churches, the good jobs, the ecclesiastical machinery 
I am inclined to agree with you, aithough we may see some upsets 
in the big plan, which is being financed so generously by the 
Rockerfellers. But if you mean the distant future, there must be 
an emphatic no. The reason: because liberalism has never made good. 

noc. An Old man, a middle aged man, can aiford to 
induldge in a Little heresy possibly wihhout harm to himself, just 
as a inature man can smoke and drink a little for his stomach'‘s 
Sake, although never without great possible harm to others, 
particularly the young, but a young man has no business monkeying 
with this. You mark my words, if you stay liberal and progresswith 
liberalism, you will not stay in the ministry, not because fou 
will be forced out, but because you will give 1t-up. It is all 
right,to.be abreast of the times, but it is just as well for a 
minister of Christ to be ahead of the times, and if you stick to 
your Bible you will always be plenty far ahead. 

Now, your grandfather has spoken these solemn words, 
to thee, my son. Don't let them ruffle your feathers. You were 
a deep and introspective lad in college. You have picked Out yaqur teat 
the best job in the world. Take a tip from me, and pull eames ka 
jess ard to starboard. Your’strong conservative leanings will 
be a greut asset, and may be an anchor for a time of storm. 

Cordially your classmate and friend, 


~ 
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Rev. Robertson 
st. 
1 United Pres.Church 


Lockport 
UIs. 


Dear Sir; 
Asp one of your unseen audience in Canada I must write and 

thank you for your helpful sermon that you gave on 
Sunday Morning. 

I am greatly interested in the Book of Revelations 
and have been wishing to hear more about that Book than I 
have been priveleged to hear. 

Your sermon has greatly blessed us. We are looking 
forward to hear you again in two weeks time D.V. 

Agaim Thanking You 


T remain Your 
Brother in Christ, 
John Edward Scott. 
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The followin® verses were aS | 
ed to me on hearing the solo entitled — 


DONG Night: There” at a gospel meet- 


ing which I attended when visiting 
California in the winter of 19138. 


In the word of God we read 


Of a city foursquare, 


He it satisfies our need ub 


Of a city foursquare, 
For the length and breadth and height ! 


‘9 Are the same; God is its light. 


Grace and Mercy, Tiuth and Light 
_ Make the city foursquare. 


There is nothing thet defiles 
In the city foursquare, | 


- Peace and Truth on each face smiles 


In that city fou tsquare. . 


- ‘There will be no sor‘ow there, 


Not a grief nor carki 2 s care. 


We a crown of life sk a wear 


In that: city fours {uare. 


Ad the streets are pave,} with gold 


In that city foursquare. 
And we never shall grow old 
In that city foursquare, 


| We shall meet our friends again, 
_ There’ll be no more death nor pain, 


But we shall with Jesus reign 
“In that city foursqua ye. 


: Would you like to have. a place 


sh Miri city’ foursquare 
fe iM 


A i | 
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Be a sinner aad) by Prace 

| In that city pursues: 

Jesus bids the weary conie, 

And the Spirit says there’s room — 

In the Father’s House and Home, | 
In that city foursquare. 


If we come, He’ll make us pure 
For that city foursquare. 

Our inheritance is sure _ 

_» In that city foursquare. 

We shall then be satisfied, 

In His likenegs shall abide, 

Soul and body sanctified, .- 
In that ee 


Jesus died and rose for me, 
From sin’s curse: He set me free; 
This the sinner’s perfect plea 
Shall my right of entrance be 

NGA the city: oursquare. 


Life’s pure stroam of water flows 

~ In that cit foursquare. 

On each side the Life Tree eTOWs 
In that, city foursquare.. 

We may drink and freely eat 

Of the féuit and waters sweet, 

For the Lord hath made us meet 

For that. city foursquare. 


WILLIAM J. STANDEN, 
‘Barrie, Ont. 
For derly of Evergreen Home, 
| : ‘Minesing. 
July, 1920. } 
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CHARLES E. DUNN. TGs 
28 WIGGLESWORTH STREET ov ase 
MALDEN, MASSACHUSETTS a ee To 


a 
i, aa 20bh January, a8. 


R Res $ om ot 
Dear Stew- - Contant Ae eae “ee Rape ey 


IT was extremely interested in your letter of 
the ninth. There are many points raised in it provoca— 
tive of discussion. Now I will not argue any further — teh . 
about the Person of Christ, the Bible, or the Atone- oa el 
ment. Our agreements here are more vital than our aoe 
ces. Substantially we ean join hands. It is. your idea of 
liberalism that deserves reply. It is an idee widely bela 
in conservative quarters, and it dogs a grave injustice Te hci 
tO the liberal movement. Th fact, it is something of. gure Sea 

Caricature. I am not Blaming you, because the iiderais | 
err, at times, on the same score, when they describe their % 
conservative orethren, Tt would help us all if we WOKS Fas eee 
humbler and wiser. , co ae 


a4 . 
af ae vs 


First, let me answer your ouery aocut Gnitarianten. 
Unitarianism is only one wing of the liberal movement. « 
It is utterly foolish to say that all liberals are Uniter- 
ian. As a matter of faet, you will find the widest diver— 
Sity cf conviction amondst the Christian liberals. Multis cas : 
tudes of them are Trinitarians, like wyself; some accept he eee 
the historic creeds con amors, and some do not; many,like 7 
the famous Professor Briggs, of Union, are conservative 
theologically, whilst Liberal in their method of handling 
the Seriptures. But all aré bound together in nurturing — | . 
within themselves that. soirit of frees inquiry, which ai okie Lo ae 
the soul of the scientific method, My 

IT wish you would read with care, if you haven't al- 
ready done so, Fosdick's article in the current number of Para 
the Ladies’ Home Journal, entitled "What Christian vanessa ea 
are Driving At." This states, with all of Fosdick's ee 
Summate skili, just be IT myseif hold. a the Bedyhies. nort 


vineing. I don't see oe you can read ene end not. see are 
the lberal crowd is a very different group from what y 
suppose them to be. bet me. uaa folloning 
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CHARLES x. DUNK: 
28 WIGGLESWORTH STREET 


MALDEN, | MASSACHUSETTS | 
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net because he is less. Bis growing soul, anieeee in ‘ola : 
restraints, has struck out for more air to breathe.... 
The best liberalism of today Sorings not from the diminution ie a 
of Christian Life but from the expansion of it..... Not : ae 


one of its(Protestantisn's) historic statements of faith oe mea 
takes into account anyjof the masterful-<idees which con- Be 
stitute the framework af moderna thinkins-the inductive peg Made: 
méthod, the new astronomy, natural law, evolution. ALD HO 
these have come sincs».Prote stantism arrived. The chaos and 


turmoil in Christian thought today spring directly from 
the impossible endeavor of larse sections of the church 
sO Continye the presentation of the Gospel in forms of 
thought that are no longer real and cogent to well-in— 
Structed minds." In other words, the liberal today is 
wading the battle for freedom and progress. He sess how 
desperately Christianity, as it has come down to us in | 
out-moded forms of thought, needs to be reformed, and he is mie 
trying courageausly tc do it. No doubt he wakes meny wis- . 
takes. Sometimes, as you sugdest, in your epistle, he is in 

danger of mistaking his own spirit, for the Spirit of God. 

Put his heart and his head are absolutely in the risht place. 

He is after truth, at whatever cost, and is humbly seeking 

it, under the guidance of the Spirit of all truth. The present — 

may De against hig, with its nisrepresentation, its perse- 

cution, its tenacity of tradition. Put the future, he knows, ; 

is in his hands t %Y 

You say ‘Libenalieel historically is a sterile 


force". I veniclack The best answer to that statement is the ‘an. 
Protéstan Seformation, e liberal movement. The liberal of PA esi 
twentieth a ig trying to.do;. for his own time, just. | ae 
what Luther and Calvin did so nobly for their time. You say Ra 


"liberalism is a class religion." This also is untrue. You ” a 
will find liberals everywhere, in every class. New England | 
is an pr aniiet ee Rh There is just as wide a Bails” ote 


CHARLES E. DUNN 
28 WIGGLESWORTH STREET 
MALDEN, MASSACHUSETTS 


MINISTER OF THE 4 ) 
MYSTIC SIDE CHURCH a 


Then you say "There is no liberal evangelism." You are 
quite wrongs. Look at vour own Church. Ta my opinion, the 
man who has the best Presbyterian Church in the country, 


where the finest work is »eing done, is Henry Sloane Coffin, 
and he - a liberal leader, put thoreughly evangelical. There 
ron 


Oo liam Pierson Merrill, an outstanding liberal, 
Whose preaching catches fire, as I know from plenty of per- 
é lence with hin. Up in New Eneland we have 
re reaching the 
Gntion only one, 
A n hére in Malden, 
») Princeton, next wonth. He is, 
t Sélist here in New 
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ach otner, whatever truth we have. 
nough to weleome all who 
ht, all of us, to recosnize 
work together for a real, catholic faith. 
r ortnodox cannot drive 
t. They are om: to is nee but they won't 
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grevational Churches.) We have ane of very huss Etie 

mén in our fellowship. They sive the strensth that cones 

from old tradition. And we have plenty of liberals, as you 
Know, to whom religion is not a fixed deposit, but a great ad- 
Venture. These give vitality, youthfulfness, initiative, 
progress. And we all get along together, in one family, 


Without fishting., I still have hopes that the Presbyterian 
Church will wake up, and act with some degree of Christlike 


Sood will. fe - 
p Q ed: gh ig sie scent eric p's 
Stare Be Ta wi nat Tat wit, 
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